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worthy ? not in respect to Jerusalem itsdf; for the Jews
for centuries could approach the Holy City only to
weep over it."d By a law of Hadrian they were for*
bidden to approach within some miles of the city, and
Constantino did but permit them to view it from the
neighbouring hills,

182. It seems,  then, ^that our author's argument
against the alleged site of the Holy Sepulchre de-
pends on a definite and  single  fact,  and for that
single fact he offers no proof whatever, except that
very kind of proof, and that not so good in its kind
as that on which the site of the Holy Sepulchre is at
present received.    He cannot tell how long the reser-
voir has been called Hezekiah's pool, though he does
tell us that it used to be called by the Monks the Pool
. of the Sepulchre; while we know, on the other hand,
that the Sepulchre was fixed in its present site as
much as fifteen hundred years ago.    He does not
know,under what circumstances the pool was*deter^
mined to be Hezekiah's; whereas we do know that
the site of the Sepulchre was settled after -a public
formal examination, and, as it is reported, with the
united aid of learned Jews and Christians, and with a
unanimous decision.    Yet, if the real pool was within
the wall,- and the real Sepulchre without it, and if
v their professed sites are so close to each other that

d Vol. i. p. 376, note; vid. also p. 350; [vid. Lumper, P. H,
t. 6. p. 660.]